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“Sex In Books” 


APRIL 17, 1969 
Present at the Discussion: 


Mr. Smith 
Mr. Brahm 


b 


y: 
Joe Tropiano and Russell Samia 


Students and faculty tried to 
bridge their version of the 
““generation gap’’ concerning 
freedom of expression when the 
discussed the issue: CENSORSHIP 
IN BOOKS FOR PEOPLE OVER 
18, on Thursday, April 17, at 2:00 
p-m. in Room 202 of the 
Chadwich Street campus. 

The discussion was conducted in 
the manner of a symposium and 
the following ideas ensued: 

“By now, people who are 18 
and over know what is going on 
and by this age they should be 


individuals,” one person said. 


“One now has his own set of’ 


values and thus his personality has 
been formed. Reading books of 
this nature will not drastically 
change it.” Another student said, 
“At this age a person can be 
drafted — in short he can accept 
responsibility,” said another. 
Therefore, it was felt that a 
pornographic book should not be 


Participants 

Padney Stafford 

Guarino Brenner 

Landry Hope 
_ Sipples Ruhl 
_ Coyne Smith 
Brahm O’Brien 
Wysong 


withheld from the public’s reading 
pleasure. 

“How will these books affect 
sexual perverts — will they 
increase such sex crimes as rape?” 
one student asked. 

A student responded to this 
question by saying, “This type of 
book will act as an “escape valve” 
of sexual frustration for those who 
cannot otherwise physically satisfy 
their sexual desires, and thus there 
will be an overall decrease in sex 
crimes,” he said. 

Another student immediately 
protested saying, “A person who 
reads a book, such as a murder 
mystery, can learn from it all the 
details of the crime then go out 
and commit the same type of 
crime he has just read about using 
the book as a manual. Therefore, 
the reading of hard-core 
pornography can be used in the 
same way — as a manual.” 

Abruptly a student countered, 
“There are no. statistics proving 
that there -is any connection 
between sex crimes and _ the 
reading of ‘‘nard-core 
pornography.” Anyway, at the end 
ot the book, the crook always gets 
caught.” 

The discussion  shifting* to 
politics in journalism, a member of 
the faculty suggested that 
“opinions in politics should not be 
censored but propaganda should 
be.” 

A student agreed with this 
opinion and gave an example to 
support his agreement, “SDS ideas 
should be published even if these 
ideas advocate using force as a 
means to achieve a decent end 
whatever it may be — this is 
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Four Week Talks 


Move Into Many Areas 
Of Student Concern 


The Seminar At A Glance 


* Sex in Books 

*Drugs 

*A college Press 
*College & Community 
*Underground Press 
*Student Council 
*Student Freedom 
and ‘responsibility 
*Student Fees 


The following are the opinions 
of only a eat 

students 
school. But this does not’ limit 
these or future discussions to a 
select group of people. Everyone is 
involved, especially the reader. 


percentage of the 
and faculty of this 


Rick Fassio 
The Journalism Class 


“Sock It To The - 
Administration???’ 


APRIL 18, 1969 


Present at the Discussion: 
Mr. Smith 
Mr. Galbraith 
Mr. Stafford 
Mr. Landry 
Mr. Brahm 


by 
Jeff Dolan 


In a discussion with students 
over the school newspaper issue, 
one member of the administration 
said that the students had a 
responsibility in their writing to 
criticize the administration, if they 
had facts that were accurate. 

The general issue for the 


afternoon was the paper, and there 
was mixed opinion as to what 
should be included in it. One 
student said that the paper should 
center around the school, an other 
added that outside issues would be 
‘old news’, while another stressed 
her opposition to getting into 
‘community affairs’. 

Other students disagreed. 

One said that the college was 
the center of intellectual activity, 
and that the students would 
become the leaders of the nation, 
and their expressions should 
inlcude social comment. 

Another student’s opinion was 
that national and _ international 
issues that effect the student such 
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“How Free?” 


"The Paper And 


The Community” 


APRIL 22, 1969 
Present at the Discussion: 
Mr. Brahm 


by 
Ronald Masse and Daniel DeSantis 


The question was brought up, 
Should A College Newspaper 
Report Community News? 


“Although the majority of 
students at Northern Essex live 
outside of Haverhill, only the 
Haverhill newspaper puts us in the 
news because we are contributing 
to Haverhill’s income,” another 
added. 

‘For example, when _ the 
Northern Essex basketball team 
won the New England Small 
College Championship, only the 
Haverhill Gazette printed the 
story,” another contended. 

Should A College Newspaper 
Cover Local And National Issues? 

“If we write about local and 
national issues we should tell the 
school what is going on through 
our own opinion, by writing 
features on the draft, happenings 
at the school and articles that 
affect the lives of the students 
directly,” one student said. 

“The newspaper is only as good 
as the things you put in.” 

‘First, we must build up the 
environment of the school, then 


the paper,” was one student’s 
opinion. 
Another question was, What 


About The Paper Building Up The 
Environment, What About Us 
Making Our Own News? 

Should the Newspaper Be Sold 
and Financed By Advertisements 
So It Could Be Independent From 
The School? 

“Do we need the money?” one 
student asked. 

There was a response, ‘We need 
the respect.” 

It would also make money for 
the people who work on it, 
therefore more people. would 
participate in writing and pushing 
it. As for financing the paper, 
“Businessmen are no dopes, they 
know where the money can be 
made,” another student said. 

And as for holding the public’s 
interest, “‘There is more interesting 
stuff than the crap that goes on in 
the lounge; all you have to do is 
look for it.” 

The reporters now are not 
go-getters. There is plenty of news 
not being chased. Reporters should 
be included in school and club 
activities. There should also be 
funds covering the  reporter’s 
,expense. The question was brought 
up about what the paper should 
include. 

“Write what the kids dig.” 

It was suggested that to hold 
interest the newspaper should be 
on the underground idea. 

There were many suggestions 
for making the newspaper more 
interesting. One was to look at 
other re newspapers and see 
what they write about. 


the rumor that 


Someone else said, “You got 
apple-polishing people here, that 
won’t dig Brandeis news:’ 

It was felt that it was very good 
to send reporters to other schools. 
They could mingle with the crowd 
and get a good story. 

It was said that the closer to 
censorship the paper pushes the 
more interesting it is.” 

One reply was, ‘‘Put in 
something really scandalous and 
rotten.” the reply to the previous 
statement was, “it’s one way to 
attract attention, but it’s not the 
best technique.’’ 


Then it was also suggested that 
we get a larger staff. It was said, 
“No one wants to work for the 
Newspaper, so we should use 
aggressive leadership to draft 
students to write for the 
newspaper. Lots of kids have 
something to say; all you have to 
do is ask them.” 

A solution to the problem 
would be to get more people 
interested in the newspaper. 
Increase the people reading and 
involved by having regular 
features, and interviewing kids to 
get opinions expressed. 

Should a college newspaper have 
any restrictions? This was 
answered by an episode concerning 
someone was 
starting an underground 
newspaper. 

It was felt by the students that 
a college newspaper should have 
no restrictions. 

“There is no Boston paper that 
would dare suggest something like 
being friends with Cuba but a 
campus paper can do it.” 

It is in this way that a college 
paper can be free of restrictions, it 
was felt. 


“Sex In 
Books” 


(Continued from Page 1) 


opinion; but when this force 
becomes an end in itself — this is 
propaganda.” 

The next idea to be expressed 
was that “Censorship is aimed at 
the general public. Books would 
be censored if they went against 
the public’s set of values. Sex, for 
example, all down through the 
ages, has been embodied as a type 
of idealan ideal held even in 
religion. This religious ideal has 
been the basis for a civilized 
society. When respect for this ideal 
is torn down then the whole moral 
fibre is weakened, one student 
said. 

“Let the people vote on it’, 
someone responded. One of the 
students was quick to veto this 
proposal, saying: ‘“‘Why should I 
abide by the community’s 
decisions?” ‘The only thing that is 
improper is censorship _ itself. 
“Without censorship, sex would 
not be improper.” 


APRIL 24, 1969 


Present at the Discussion: 
Mr. Stafford 
Mr. Ruhl 
Mr. Landry 
Mr. Brahm 


by | 
David Audibert 


“As long as it prints the truth, a 
college paper is justified in 
printing anything it chooses,” one 
student began. 

The discussion opened with the 
topic “Should a college paper be 
as free as a Herald or Globe? 
Should the paper include the 
opinions of the editors on the 
issues of the day? 

“A college paper should be 
allowed to print anything, as long 
as it’s the truth. You can’t slander 
people, however. No _ libel, 
defamation, or four letter words. 
If you want to exploit someone’s 
lousy job, you should be able to 
do do,” one student said. 

Several students agreed that 


anything attacking the student 
body should be printed by the 
school paper, and that student’s 
views and opinions on _ such 
matters as the quality of the 
faculty should also be printed. 

In answer to the question, 
“Should a college paper be freer, 
not simply as peat than a paper 
such as the Herald? “the subject 
of the controversial U Mass 
campus paper, the Yahoo,” was — 
discussed. 

‘“‘The ‘Yahoo’ closed down 
because of a controversial cartoon 
showing a priest pulling a rabbit 
out of the chalice. Even though 
the cartoon did not offend the 
school directly, the paper was 
banned by the president of the 
college,” it was noted by one ~ 
student. 

People, it was noted, love 
controversy, but“...the people 
who write newspapers have to 
think in terms of being responsible 
to someone,” another added. 

“However, the paper should not 


(Continued on Page 4) 


“SOCK IT TO THE ADMINISTRATION” 
(Continued from Page 1) 


as the draft, Vietnam, etc. 
demanded attention. Another 
student agreed, and said student 
opinion was good. It is a voice of 
one’s peers. 

A question was then raised as to 
whether the paper should discuss 
local issues, such as the ‘Mayors 
views on the drug problem’. 

A student, formerly stating his 
opposition to ‘outside’ news, said 
the paper shouldn’t go into it, ‘he 
(the Mayor) has his opinion and 
we have ours.’ 

Another student said that the 
parking ‘problem was one to be 
covered, stressing the student 
interest to outside news. 

Another student said that in a 
larger school you could include 
only school news and _ student 
thought, but in a small school 
(NECC) you can’t limit yourself so 
much. 

When the political question 
centered in school government 
there was mixed comment. One 
student said that in a_ private 
college the students shouldn’t 
break rules or make demands, but 
in a public institution it was good 
to be critical. 

One student got off the paper 
issue and got into a proposition: 
‘students should get together with 
the faculty and administrative 
people to discuss the curriculum’, 
he said. Generally the students felt 


' the paper should comment on the 


school situation. 

When asked his _ personal 
opinion, one administrative 
representative agreed that students 
should criticize the institution, if 
it merited it. 

The next question delt with the 
controversial issue of marijuana. 

One student said it is a problem 
which should be _ expressed. 
Another said ‘that expression 
should come from the students, 
but also from the administration 
and faculty’, 

In regards to controversy itself, 
a student said ‘it’s good, it 


stimulates student thought and 
discussion’. 

Another student said that the 
paper should delve into how the 
money was spent, the student 
activities fund, etc. The 
administrative representatives said 
that there was a report that would 
be out, this year, discussing’ the 
financial. issues. They also, 
expalined how student money was 
spent through the student council 
and student organizations. 


When the discussion pertained 
directly to the newspaper and 
what it reported, one 
administrator said the paper 
should pay attention to the ee 
‘Write what they want’. He then 
asked how the staff could find out 
what the students wanted from 
their paper. 

Another administrator said that 
most of the people don’t know 
the staff, in reply to a student 
proposition that they should speak 
to a member of the staff. 

Another member of the 
administration asked how many 


people must complain; ‘most 
people don’t; how could one 
judge the validity of the 
complaint. 


Another forum for students to 
complain would be ‘letters to the 
editor’, was a general opinion of 
those present. They equally agreed 
that there wasn’t enough activity 
in this area. 

The discussion closed on the 
faults of the NECC school paper. 

One student said the main 
problem was staff; there are — 
presently only three people © 
connected with it. The final 
administrative remark was that 
‘the paper is a reflection of the © 
student body’, it may be that 
nothing is wrong with it. 

He 5d agree that it was lacking, 
but he stressed that it was only a 
reflection of the students 
attending school. 
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“Freedom And Responsibility” 


APRIL 25, 1969 
Present at the Discussion: 


Mr. Smith 
Mr. Brahm 
Mr. Stafford 
Dean Ruhl 
Mr. Brenner 


by 

Lynda MacLeish 
Continuing with a series of 
discussions on the subject of 
freedom in writing, today’s 
discussion focused around Mr. 
Brahm’s opening question: “How 
can you have complete freedom in 
writing and _ still insure 
responsibility in that writing?” 

The first point discussed was in 
regard to irresponsible people on 
newspaper staffs and how these 
people should be removed from 
their positions. 

It was stated that in general the 
bad people on a newspaper staff 
would be recognized by the other 
workers on the paper, and would 
be ‘‘dethroned’’ from their 
positions with the paper. It was 
further stated that it is the 
responsibility of the readers and 
the journalists on a paper to 
remove all people who ‘misuse 
their freedom” in writing for that 
paper. 

Specifically, in regard to college 
newspapers, it was noted that the 

ood does not always overcome 
the bad, *because in a regular 
newspaper there are always some 
people both for and against a 
particular view, whereas in a 
college paper “it more or less 
expresses one point of view; that 
of the student body.” 

The person making this 
statement then brought up the 
question ‘‘How can the 
administration, which started the 
paper, fight back?” if the paper is 
not expressing both sides of an 
issue. 

Mr. Stafford then questioned 
the fact that “if a college paper is 
expressing the feelings of the 
students body, must it express 
only the majority views?” 

Mr. Brenner stated that he feels 
that anything can be printed as 
long as “somebody is not being 
hurt unduly” what is said. He 
gave an example where a boy is 
accused of using marijuana and 
later found to be innocent. He 
said that even though the boy was 
found innocent, his reputation was 
still irreversibly damaged by the 
accusation, 

In a case like this, Mr. Brenner 
feels that the story of the boy’s 
accusation need not be printed. 
Other members involved in the 
discussion commented that “abuse 
without reason” should be left out 
of newspapers and added that 
stories which contain abusive 
material tend to “sway public 
opinion unjustly.” 

Mr. Brenner commented that 
“people won’t submit material to 
our school paper. This point was 
concurred by the students at 
previous discussions. 

Mr. Brahm then asked Mr. 
Stafford if he is afraid that a 


(Left to right) Mr. Stafford, Mr. Smith, John Carroll, Dean Ruhl, 
Stephanie Andrian, Lynda Macleish, Dave Audibert, Mike Vallante, 
Marcia McLaughlin. 


school paper would not express 
majority views. Mr. Stafford 
replied that he is just ‘not sure 
that the irresponsible people on 
the newspaper’s staff would be 
weeded out once they were in 
office.” 

Mr. Brahm then asked Mr. 
Stafford that if he “distrusts the 
laissez faire method” of dealing 
with responsibility in newspaper 
writing, with what would he 
replace this method. 

Mr. Stafford answered that he 
would look for an “institutional 
concept” in a paper, where the 
paper -would ‘“‘build up a 
responsibility for the truth over a 
number of years,” and overcome 
“the temptation to print just 
anything.”’ 

One student stated that the kids 
at a college will ‘realize if the 
school paper is printing a bunch of 
bull and will stop reading the 
paper.” Another student said that 
“any newspaper must set up a 
code of ethics;’ then the paper 
can print anything as long as it 
holds ‘to the rules of this ethical 
code. 

To this, a student asked “Why 
does there have to be 
responsibility in newspaper 
reporting at all?” Mr. Brenner 
answered this by saying that the 
factor of “personal privacy” must 
play a part in what is and is not 
printed. 

Ken Smith added that in a lot 
of cases “what appears to be the 
truth may not be, because the 
reporters may not know all of the 
facts.” He questioned how much 
damage irresponsible reporters on 
a newspaper staff could do before 
they are pushed out of their jobs. 
He asked, in regard to an N.E.C.C. 
newspaper, “How long would it 
take our student body to get any 
irresponsible people off -of the 
newspaper staff?” : 


The point was brought up that 
usually when a newspaper falsely 
accuses someone of something, an 
apology for the error is made in a 
future issue of the newspaper. 


Ken Smith commented on this 
by saying that although an 
apology is usually made, ‘the 
accusation is usually made on the 
front page of the newspaper while 


the apology for the error is found 
in the ad section.” 

The others at the discussion 
seemed to agree that once the 
false accusation has been made, 
the damage had been done and an 
apology, formal or otherwise, can 
not undo this damage. 

Mr. Brahm asked if it were not 
in the nature of any publication 
that we are “involved with the 
largest kind of risks.” 

A student agreed that very high 
risks are involved, but that “if we 
take away the freedom of the 
press, we are going against the 
ethics of our country.” 

Mr. Brenner commented ‘that “a 
newspaper has essentially the same 
ethical problems as_ individuals 
have.” 

Dean Ruhl added that “a useful 
code of ethics must form a broad 
framework because what is 


considered responsible for one 
person is not responsible for 
another.”’ 


He continued that ‘the word 
responsibility is used a great deal 
but always in relation to one’s 
own value system.” 

As a test for responsibility and 
freedom in writing, Mr. Brahm 
posed the question: ‘Does the 
editor of a student newspaper have 
the right to score the school 
administration?” Mr. Stafford 
turned this question over to the 
students present at the discussion 
by asking them “If I forgot to 
send a recommendation for you to 
a college, would you have the 
right to write an editorial about 
this for publication in the school 
newspaper?”’ One student said that 
he feels that he has this right. 
Others at the discussion seemed to 
agree with this viewpoint. 

Mr. Brenner stated that he feels 
that a school paper should be free 
to criticize the _ students, 
administration, and faculty. 


He also stated that students 
should be able to criticize a 
teacher in a school newspaper, 


because ‘if the students don’t tell 
a teacher that he is teaching 
wrongly no one else will.” 


He added that most teachers 
would ‘sit down and think over” 
such criticism, and would not take 
it out on the students who 
criticized his teaching by lowering 


that student’s grade; “unless he 
was a poor teacher.” 

Two additional points were 
made in regard to teacher 
criticism. First, that these teachers 
be allowed. retaliation to their 
criticism in the newspaper. 
Secondly, it was mentioned that 
students would deal with bigger 
issues in criticizing teachers and 
the administration, not “petty 
issues” such as forgetting to send 
out one recommendation out of 
100. 

Mr. Brenner stated that “a 
really good editor would have his 
staff look into a story to find out 
if it is true,” especially in the case 
where a person is being accused of 
something. Mr. Stafford added 
that ‘‘this is one of the 
resposibilities of a real editor.” 

The final topic of discussion 
dealt with a specific example of 
testing responsibility in college 
newspaper writing. 

The situation which was 
discussed was the abolishment of a 
University of Massachusetts 
magazine called Yahoo by the 
college’s administration, because 
one of its issues contained a very 
controversial, satirical religious 
cartoon. 

The opinions of the members of 
the discussion group were varied 
on this action by the U. Mass. 
administration. 

One student said that the 
legislature was justified in its 
action because it was following the 
will of the majority which 
objected to the cartoon. 

Another student stated _ that 
pornographic cartoons “have no 
place in a student newspaper.” 

Other students disagreed, saying 
that the newspaper staff “has the 
right to its opinion”, and that “‘it 
has the right to criticize anyone.” 

Still other students said that the 
members of the. school’s 
administration ‘‘nad a 
responsibility to the people they 
worked _for,’’ or that the 
administration “had to do what it 
thought was right.” 


The question of the legality of 
printing such a cartoon was 
brought up. Some students said 
that such cartoons should not be 
printed if doing so is illegal, while 
other students said that laws 
banning such cartoons should be 
changed. Mr. Brenner stated that 
‘‘laws can not be the 
criterion for what can be printed 
and what can’t.” He re-emphasized 
that he ‘‘can’t see hurting anyone 
needlessly.” 


Although it was more or less 
concluded that responsibility in 
writing can not be insured, Mr. 
Stafford seemed to sum up the 
requirements for _ this 
responsibility. 


He said that irresponsibility in 
writing is due to ‘a lack of 
awareness of the consequences of 
your writing,” and _responsibilit 
in writing depends on “how me 
effort you devote to thinking 
about what is right” and “your 
concern for not hurting other 
people.” 


only | 
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| "The College Paper 


And The Community” 


APRIL 29, 1969 
Present at the Discussion: 


Mr. Brenner 
Mr. Stafford 
Mr. Brahm 
Mrs. Hope 


by 
Joan Apostolos 


In an open discussion between 
the journalism class and a number 
of administrators of Northern 
Essex Community College on 
‘Tuesday, April 29, a question was 
repeatedly interjected: ‘Should 
our newspaper be a_ good 
community college newspaper or a 
good newspaper for the 
community?” 

The point was made that “in 
the near future, our college will be 
come more involved with the 
community.” 

Many *felt.- that “the 
‘‘community” would have to 
inlude Lawrence and Methuen, as 
well as Haverhill. However, most 
finally agreed that ‘Haverhill is 
the city to relate to the 
community, because this is where 
our college is located.” 

The students seemed to believe 
that “community news should be 
reported if students are making 
that news.” Everyone agreed it 
would be beneficial to report such 
news “if the students were helping 
the community in some way.” 

“On the other hand,” a student 
questioned, “What if a group of 
students were arrested in 
Haverhill?” The question now 
became more direct: “Is this going 
to be a newspaper or a_ public 
relations bulletin?” 

Several students believed quite 
strongly that “students are in the 
community every day; if they 
want to see what is going on 
outside of the college, they can 
buy the Haverhill paper.” 

Most students wanted to report 
the news within the school in their 
newspaper. 

A professor stated that “if the 
paper ever became a bi-weekly, it 
would be terribly difficult to fill it 


with school 


interesting news 
only.” 

Another administrator felt that 

“if we don’t reach a_ happy 


medium, between college and 
community news, inevitably we 
will end up with two papers: an 
underground news and a_ public 
relations bulletin.” 

The group discussed the 
financial matters of the newspaper. 

“If we were to break away from 
student council, we would have to 
rely on the community businesses 
to support our paper.” 

This would obviously mean 
reporting’ community news. One 
student mentioned the fact that 
“The students will be the ones to 
buy and read the paper.” 

All agreed the paper owed items 
of interest and concern to the 
students and the school. 

@ A student defended school news 
by claiming that ‘we would aim at 
a higher intellectual level if we 


college 


were writing for our 
complete 


students and not a 
community.” 

However, a professor argued 
that “including community news 
would give our college an 
enormous chance for 
involvement.” 

At the same time it was stated 
that we could probably give the 
local newspapers “‘a run for their 
money.” 

It was stated “we shouldn’t 
contaminate our school newspaper 
with community news,” in the 
view of one student. 


Others felt we would be 
“insulating the school if we only 
concerned ourselves with internal 
affairs.” 

Several professors agreed that 
the students were students while 
in school, but outside they were 
citizens. 

One student claimed that “we, 
students are marked in society, 
and never thought of as citizens 
when we go downtown or walk 
into a restaurant.” 

Many students now began to 
feel that “the community just 
doesn’t care about our college.” 

One claimed ‘‘the general 
concensus is that our college is 
bad for the community.” 

It was admitted that including 

community news in our paper 
might make more citizens take 
notice. 
A student felt that “we 
shouldn’t cater to the community, 
our paper should operate 
separately.” 

Everyone yielded to the fact 
that ‘The key to a_ successful 
paper is appealing mainly to the 
interest of the student body.” 


“HOW FREE” 
(Continued from Page 2) 


have been supressed,” it was felt. 
“If Yahoo was printing trash, the 
students would have said, ‘That’s 
trash. Cool it!’ The paper should 
have gone on reporting, and the 
administration should have let the 
students form their own opinions 
as to the quality of the ‘Yahoo,”” 
another added. 

Should a college newspaper 
publish an attack on a Professor? 

“If you’re going to attack a 
teacher, you have to be careful to 
separate fact from opinion. You 
can’t put an article in and say “‘He 
gave John a B and just gave me a 
Giz 

“Students are the ones who 
have to put up with a professor, 
so they should have their say.” 

The general trend for a school 
newspaper, it was suggested, is to 
represent the student body. 
Another said, the responsibility of 
the paper is to the students. 

“If there was a clash between 
students and faculty, the paper 
would have to represent the 
students regardless of who’s right 
or wrong,” one student said. 

One person went on to say that, 
“The Northern Essex school paper 
was criticized for describing the 


(Left to right) Mr. Smith, John Carroll, Dean Ruhl, Stephanie 


Andrian, Lynda MacLeish. 


“Three Cheers” 


MAY 2, 1969 
Present at the Discussion: 


Miss Coyne 
Mr. Brahm 
Mr. Smith 


by 
Rick Fassio and Jay Smith 


Miss Coyne opened the 
discussion by relating briefly to 
the class a newspaper article which 
appeared in the Haverhill Gazette. 
The article was written by Tom 
Vartebedian, Gazette sportswriter. 
According to Miss Coyne, the 
article was found to be offensive 
by the cheerleaders. The 
controversy stems from a 
basketball game on which Mr. 
Vartebedian accompanied the 
cheerleaders on the bus returning 
home. 

Miss Coyne went on to say that 
“the girls bole that the article made 
them look flirty, and immature.” 
“At first the cheerleaders wanted 
the editor to retract the article, 
but when they met with the editor 
they decided that the best thing to 
do was to just let him know how 
they felt.” 

According to Miss Coyne, Mr. 
Vartebedian agreed to write 
another article showing the serious 
side of cheerleading and what 
cheerleading really meant to the 
girls involved. Miss Coyne 
continued saying: ‘The reason I+ 
brought this up is not because of 
the content of the article but 
because it shows how a newspaper 
can be a direct communication 
between the newspaper itself and 
its readers.” “In my opinion this 
shows how Northern Essex and 


the community are definitely 
related.” 
Jeff Dolan answered Miss 


Coyne’s statement saying: “Does it 
really make a _ difference to 
Northern Essex or the community 
or even the writer, whether this 
article is retracted or not?” 

Russ Samia replied “The game 
itself probably wasn’t worth 


student lounge as filthy.” Was this 
article fact or opinion? 

“The article was derogatory and 
should’ve been printed 
differently.” 

‘it ws all opinion, and the 
students realized it was overdone,” 
another said. 


anyway, so the 
protecting 
about the 


writing about 
reporter was just 
himself by writing 
cheerleaders.” ; 

Miss Coyne then said: ‘I could 
have had the article Zeroxed and 
circulated, but that would have — 
made him, (the writer) look like a 
bad guy.”’ Rick Fassio entered the 
discussion, saying: ‘I doubt very 
much if he made up what he 
wrote. He reported just what he 
saw.” 

Miss Coyne replied, “just 
because I am advisor to the 
cheerleaders it doesn’t mean that I 
am agreeing with them.” “It’s 
highly possible that Mr. 
Vartebedian wrote just what he 
observed and the cheerleaders got 
angry because it showed just how — 
they acted.” haces 

Jeff, Dolan then replied, ‘All 
articles hurt someone.” 

Mike Vallante entered the — 
discussion by asking Miss Coyne if — 
the girls names were used. Miss 
Coyne said “Some of the girls © 
names were used, and some were — 
changed to humorous ones.” 

Jeff Dolan then said “Some — 
things are made to be ridiculed.” 
Mr. Nixon is constantly ridiculed, — 
but some sort of fairness should — 
be used.” | 

Miss Coyne spoke up saying, “I — 
think we’re getting off the point a 
little.’ The point is can a_ 
newspaper be a_ two-way 
communication? 

Jeff Dolan answered this by 
saying, “A good paper should 


—_—-_ Te ae 


stimulate views.” : 2 : 

Mr. Brahm replied, “Are you 
going to have a newspaper or a 
public relations sheet?” 

Joe Tropiano explained the “the 
writer was doing a feature and 
trying to write it for the purpose 
of satisfying his editor and to sell 
papers’. Betty then said, “It was 
obviously meant to be a humorous ~ 


article, with no intent on the © 
writers part to slander the — 
cheerleaders.” 2 


Rick Fassio stated that ‘maybe — 
he saw it as it really happened.” — 
He could have printed anything. “I~ 
don’t think he made up the story. © 
In my opinion the cheerleaders — 
probably acted foolishly and ~ 
immaturely and Mr. Vartebedian — 
printed just what he observed.” 

Rick added, ‘This is a great _ 
example of two-way 
communication which was 


(Continued on Page 6) 
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- have to confront them, 


MAY 2, 1969 


Present at the Discussion: 
Mr. Brahm 
Miss Betty Coyne 


by 
Mary Kelley 


In a heated classroom discussion 
May 2, the journalism students at 
Northern Essex openly discussed 
problems that they felt perplexed 
students at the present time: Mr. 
Brahm opened the discussion by 
asking: Would it be desirable or 
would it be wrong for a Northern 
Essex Newspaper to get a 
responsible SDS spokesman, for 
instance, or for that matter a John 
Birch spokesman to state his views 
in the paper? 

David Audibert responded by 
saying “Yes, they have a right to 
their say. They’re human.” 

In regard to this, Mr. Brahm 
asked: “Why is it that unpopular 
views are not expressed in the 
metro-papers, by and large, save 
through the medium ur some 
reporter or editorialist?” 

Jeff Dolan responded with the 
idea that ‘Peole don’t like to read 
about radicals. Most people are 
not concerned, except negatively, 
with these people. The average 
American gets upset reading this 
kind of opinion.” 

‘“‘That the ‘BAD’ side has 
legitimate concerns and 
possibilities is not recognized by 
the majority media. SDS is on the 


_ left; people ignore the facts about 


SDS. They try their best not to 
rf ” Dolan 
said. 

The discussion shifting to young 
people, Joe Tropiano stated that 
he does not agree that the younger 
generation is oppressed. He feels 
that intellectuals who are 
protesting have insight into this 
country. 

In regard to his stand, he 
referred to a quote by Burke. 
“Don’t tear down anything unless 
you have something better.”’ 

“I feel that this generation isn’t 
doing this,” Tropiano said. 

Jeff Dolan replied ‘Voting is a 
drag. Nothing gets accomplished. 
You wait four years for change. 
Nothing changes. You HAVE to 


use violence sometimes,’ Dolan 
said. 
Tropiano replied “You hurt 


someone or something in society 
when you change. You don’t 
accomplish anything through 
demonstrations and violence.” 

“Nevertheless,” Mr. Brahm said, 
“When one thinks of it, the 
Negroes, for example, have gained 
not through the vote but first 
through blood, disobedience, 
demonstration. It’s a plain fact: 
and those sacrifices brought about 
the vote-change.” 

Tropiano replied, ‘Has _ the 
attitude of the white toward the 
Negro changed though? Did all 


_ their protests change the views of 


the whites?” 

“That,” said Brahm, 
hang-up of the whites.” 

“The ends justify the means,” 
Dolan said. © 

‘I don’t go along with that,” 
Brahm said. 


“Gs the 
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Mr. Brahm. 


“On all this business of 
waiting,” Russell Samia said, ‘ By 
the time you go through the 
so-called legitimate process you are 
willing to conform, you are 
brainwashed,”’ Samia said. ‘“‘So the 
demonstration is a good thing 
sometimes.’’ 


Marcia McLaughlin brought up 
an instance in our own history as 
a nation. She stated the idea of 
‘“‘The American relations with 
a on and how we revolted 
violently to get our freedom is an 
example of demonstration being 
successful.” 

Tropiano reminded the group 
that “we had the Declaration of 
Independence.” 

“Itself drawn up by radicals,” it 
was remarked. 

Dolan felt that the majority of 
kids keep their mouths shut out of 
apathy and fear. “If you believe in 
something you’ll DO something.” 

A new question was raised by 
Mr. Brahm: 

“WHY DO YOU GO TO 
SCHOOL?” 

_ Mike Vallante feels that ‘You 
go to school to learn to conform 
to society.” 

Dolan said that ‘Education has 
a value....” 

Vallante asked Dolan why HE 
went to school. 

“I came to Northern Essex 
while I was still in High School. I 
took Sociology with Dr. 
Windemiller. I dig it. It’s fun.” 

Russ Samia dwelled upon the 
students and the grades they 
receive. “The kids who get the A’s 
and the B’s really don’t 
understand, they just memorize 
well. By listening to people talk I 
gain a little knowledge, a little 
more than I previously had,” he 
said. 

Vallante said that you go to 
school to get a job that will be 
easy, as opposed to a laborer. * 


“Do you go to school for 
knowledge or Pe money?” Dolan 
asked. 


“Essentially dollars and cents,” 
Vallante said. 


“Well, one does it for both 
reasons, isn’t that true?” Brahm 
said. 


Rick Fassio said that students 
are forced into school by the draft 
among other things. 

Mike Vallante said humorously 
that he wanted an easy job. “Now 
Mr. Brahm’s is a good example of 
this,” he laughed. 

The subject shifting to military 


“BRAHM AT BAY” 


service, the question of its worth 
was raised. 

Brahm asserted that military 
service DID have worth, thus 
disagreeing with the students. 

“What branch were you in?” 
someone asked him. 

“Army,” he said. 

“Well what did YOU get out of 
it, Mr. Brahm?” 

‘“‘Brahm mused, “I learned 
something about weapons. Physical 
development. How to _ take 
orders.” 

“You were conditioned, you 
mean, just like one of those rats 
they condition,” Joan Apostolos 
said humorously. 

“I must say, I wish you could 
find another metaphor or 
analogy,” Brahm mildly retorted. 

“So you were brainwashed,” 
Vallante said. 

“Did you want to go into the 


Army?” Rick Fassio asked Mr. 
Brahm? 

“Yes, I did.” 

Mr. Brahm added that he 
believed strongly in universal 
conscription. 


“A volunteer Army such as 
proposed by Sen. Brooke would 
be a mercenary army. It would be 
an army of the blacks and the 
whites too poor to go to school. 
Against all democratic principles, 
that scheme,’ Brahm said. 


Joan Apostolos asked Mr. 
Brahm: “‘if you could do anything 
you wanted to do would you be 


teaching?” 

“Yes,” Brahm replied after 
thinking a while. “I do love 
teaching.” 


“But would you be working like 
you are now, I mean?” someone 
pressed him. 

“Oh well, now,” he smiled, “I 
dare say I would come in perhaps 
THREE days a wéek.” 

“Are you happy?” 
asked. 

“But of course,” Brahm replied. 
“fam a completely ‘happy person. 
I enjoy coming to talks like these 
three times a week and watching 
you as you do your thing. 

“Oh yes, I love taking garbage 
like this,” he grinned. 

Dave Audibert said that if one 
were happy doing what one 
wanted to do that was the 
important thing. You’ve got to be 
practical. 

Joan Apostolos said that society 
keeps you from doing what you 
want. 

Society won’t permit you to do 
your own thing, she said. You 
can’t be happy at the same time. 
Common-law marriage was an 
example she cited of this. 

Someone suggested that you go 
to a big city if you want to live 
like this. Joan Apostolos still felt 
that no matter where you go 
people will still talk. 

Russ Samia feels that you will 
always feel guilty. A good example 
of this is the marijuana issue, he 
said. 

Jay Smith agreed with regard to 
this. 

Betty Coyne feels that people 
between the ages of 18-25 talk 
about causes. Talk generally. Betty 
asked Joan why she was so 
concerned about this problem. 
Joan replied that “this is a 


someone 


” 


problem that confronts people 
who are close to me.” ‘‘They 
cannot live the way they want”. 

Betty Coyne asked why they 
cannot. jet Dolan replied that 
society turns people into freaks. 
Man is a product of his society. 

Russ Samia feels that students 
should be treated as individuals, 
Betty Coyne agreed with Russ. 
Due to her work in counseling she 
feels this way. “I’ve got to 
humanize” she says. 

Russ feels that if you talk about 
things specifically, society will 
prevent you. Russ gave an example 
of his theme. “If. I live with a 
black girl I would like to think 
that people won’t talk, but I know 
they will”. 

Joe suggested that he change his 
name from Russell to Robot. Joan 
Apostolos does not like being 
condit,sned. “I want to do what I 
want’’, she said. 

Joe Tropiano feels that society 
is practical. He feels that it 
wouldn’t be practical to have free 
sex. Society forces you not to 
have this. 


Russ feels that you should want 
to change society. Joan Apostolos 
feels that we shouldn’t 
demonstrate. Rick Fassio gave 
parties as an example of the fact 
that most of the people in the 
discussion would go to a party and 
get drunk. If Rick, or someone of 
you were present at a party where 
there was pot, ‘you could go to 
jail,’ he said. Betty Coyne asked 
one of the students, what she was 
doing to help legalize marijuana? 
The student replied, “I smoke it.” 

Joan asked Betty Coyne what 
she has done to legalize marijuana? 
Miss Coyne replied, “nothing”. “I 
don’t care about marijuana:” 

Jeff Dolan said, “you should 


_ care.” 


Betty further stated tht, “I only 
care about what is important to 
me.” 

Russ Samia still feels that you 
should be able to do your own 
thing as long as you don’t hut 
anyone. Jeff Dolan said, “that this 
is not accomplished through 
fighting.” 

Joe Tropiano feels “that there is 
no such thing as pure democracy. 
Mike Vallante feels that the 
democratic system isn’t that great 
but there is not that much that 
you can do about it. 

A personal confrontation arose 
between Joe Tropiano and Jeff 
Dolan. 

Joe felt that he was not obliged 
to help Jeff in the fight to lepalire 
marijuana. Joe said “that he did not 
want to be interested.” 

Jeff felt that the matter was a 
practical one. “If someone was 
stepping on your toes (Joe’s) 
wouldn’t you want me to help 
you? Joe,” he said, “would you be 
offended if I called you selfish?” 

Joe replied saying “Call me 
whatever you want.” 

Joe said: “I am a_ health 
crack-pot. If you want to smoke, 
go ahead. Don’t bug me.” 

Jeff replied that he just asked 
for assistance for a cause he 
though was worthwhile. | 

Brian Karalow stated that Joe 
has the right to do what he wants. 
“That is his perrogative,” he said. 
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TUESDAY, MAY 6, 1969 
Present at the Discussion: 


Miss Betty Coyne 
Mr. Churchill Stafford 
Mr. Brahm 


by 
Michael A. Vallante 


The discussion began at 
precisely 3:05 p.m. with much 
enthusiasm when Miss _ Betty 
Coyne, guidance counselor, said: 
‘You people left a_ great 
impression on me last Friday. I 
realized, after thinking things over 
this weekend, how I used to be 
liberal on some topics which I am 
now so conservative about.’’ Miss 
Coyne added that while she is 
talking from a 25 year old 
viewpoint, the class is speaking 
from a viewpoint of 18 and 19 
year olds. She expressed her belief 
that since people of different age 
groups are involved in different 
every-day situations, there would 
surely be ‘‘two levels of 
communication.” Miss Coyne 
asked if it was true that “we tend 
to view the world from our own 
perspectives and don’t look at 
other people’s ideas.” 

Joan Apostolos, student, agreed 
with Miss Coyne on the fact that 
‘“‘different age groups have 
different ideas,” also adding that 
“not only are the older people 
suppressing the teen-agers of 
today, but there are also many 
people in our own age group who 
go along with this suppression.” 

Miss Coyne then continued, 
injecting the issue of marijuana 
into the discussion. She said that 
she believed “the question of the 
physical harm of the drug is more 
important than that of its 
legality.”” Asking for a response on 
this issue, Miss Coyne stated: 
“You people have got me _ all 
psyched up about these things.” 

Russ Samia, student, in 
disagreement with Miss Coyne’s 
ideas stated that he believed the 
legality aspect of marijuana to be 
the more important of the two. 
He defended his idea by saying 
that if the drug is used and a 
person is caught and jailed, “he 
could be destroyed as a person.” 
He also stated that a person with 
this sort of criminal record “could 
not get a good job, could not 
enter the armed forces if he 
wanted to and would be hindered 
for life.” 

Joe Tropiano, student, came 
into the conversation by saying 
that “these people who smoke 
marijuana are doing it to see what 
they can get out of it,” 

He believed that they were 
‘‘selfish people, with no 
compassion.” Joe added: “I tried 
to put myself in their place, to see 
what they could get out of 
smoking - pot, and I don’t think 
they could get anything. They 
seem funny.” Joe concluded that 
he was “against all types who 
smoke’’ and _ believed that 
“marijuana should not be used.” 

Russ, in a question-statement- 
like manner asked Joe what was 
wrong with the drug “as long as 
the users don’t hurt anyone else.” 


Joe, stated that he didn’t 
“know if it hurts anyone except 
the user, and as to whether or not 
it indeed hurts the user at all,’ he 
was not sure. ‘Some scientists will 
say marijuana is harmful, some 
will say it is not.” 

Russ then recommended that 
Joe try smoking pot in order to 
see if it is harmful or not. He 
suggested that Joe “try it and see 
if it hurts you.” 

Joe, in response to Russ, rather 
wittily remarked that he would 
not smoke marijuana for the same 
reasons that he “would not jump 
off a cliff to see whether or not 
the impact is fatal.” Joe termed an 
experiment of that sort as being 
“stupid.” 


At that point, Mr. Brahm 
intervened and asked if he could 
turn the question back into the 
realms of journalism and 
“ask some questions in a way of a 
summing up.” 

After reminding the class that 
“a journalist runs into problems of 
invasion of privacy, Mr. Brahm 
asked the following question. 
“Does the STATE have the right 
to privacy?” He gave the following 
example: “If you were a reporting 
journalist and you walked into the 
State House, could you, or should 
you have the right to investigate 
the operations in that insitution as 
long as you do not interfere with 
that operation?” Mr. Brahm added 
that “this is one of the most 
critical interests to me.” 

Marcia McLaughlin, — student, 
responded to the question by 
saying that the state does not have 
the right to privacy in_ its 
operations, since its operations are 
the people’s operations also. She 
felt that a journalist should have 
the right to investigate ‘providing 
that he doesn’t interfere.’ She 
concluded: ‘‘We are the citizens 
and should know how our 
government is functioning. It 
should be known!”’ 

Russ agreeing with Marcia 
stated: ‘‘We have been conditioned 
to believe that we are a tool of 
the government and that our duty 
is to only be used. It is the other 
way around, the government is a 
tool for the people, and an 
interviewing journalist should have 
complete freedom, the government 
should have no privacy.” 

Second in Mr. Brahm’s series of 
questions for summing up: 


““Should the legislature be 
televised?” 
Dave Audibert, student, 


answered: “I don’t see why not, 
except for the fact that it would 
be tremendously boring.” He 
humorously added: “It would be 
like watching a tree growing,” s 

After a quick general agreement 
with Dave, Mr. Brahm asked his 
third question. “Could T.V. find 
one of its real functions as being 
kind of a large participatory 
democracy device?” 

Ron Massey, student, believed 
that “Today T.V. is only an 
entertainment.” He felt that this 
medium is not filling the public in 
on the important a Ses that 
it should have. Ron thinks that 
“many more people would watch 
television if it were more 
informative.” 


. T.V., Privacy, Grass, Guest Speakers 


In disagreement with Ron, was 
John Carrol, student, who believed 
that the general population would 
not watch T.V. programs of 
educational value, “no matter how 
informative they are.” 

Mr. Brahm felt that if the T.V. 
media were more active in this 
field, some sharp changes would 
take place. In support of this idea, 
he stated how “Senator Joseph 
McCarthy was brought down by 
Daven 

Mr. Churchill Stafford, dean of 
students, agreeing with Mr. Brahm, 
added: ‘‘everyone watched that on 
Vez 

After some short interjections 
of opinions, it was concluded that 
the general concensus was that 
T.V. should act as one of the 
Pp. fF ihc1 pawl Sim earns. ont 
communications between the 
people and the governmental 
officials. It was felt that this was a 
prospective roll for the Television 
media. 


The next question raised by Mr. 
Brahm was: ‘‘If you were 
establishing a speaker’s bureau, 
who would you invite to speak to 
you?” The answers and reasons 
were given as follows: 

Ron chose Mr. Eldridge Cleaver 
because: ‘‘He has different ideas. 
He is ‘not a conservative. And I 
would like to learn more about 
the Black society.” 

Joe chose Norman Mailer, 
author of “The Armies of the 
Night”, “The Naked and _ the 
Dead”, and many others because 
“He thinks government is a farce. 
He is an interesting person.” 

Joan chose Rod McKuen 
because “the has good ideas about 
society.” And Tim Leary because 
“He could be a laugh, he is 
absurd.” 

Mr. Brahm’s next question was 
‘Religion in‘ regard to the 
communication media.” 

Miss Coyne picked this subject 
right up and went right into the 
air with it, noting that “sermons 
are meaningless with no method of 
communications now-a-days.” She 
continued that the same sermons 
have been used over and over 
again from one generation to 
another. 

Miss Coyne feels that someone 
should ‘take a good look into 
these sermons of yesterday, and 
try to relate them to our world 
today.” As an example, Miss 
Coyne felt the sermon of the 
“Prodigal Son” should be told in 
churches ‘‘so that the kids in our 
families today could get some 
meaning of what their role in life 
1833 

Mr. Brahm’s last question for 
the day was as follows: “Do you 
feel that the college newspaper 
should try to criticise the metro 
press?” 

Without much discussion, the 
class was in immediate general 
agreement. The concensus was a 
definite YES, and the seminar was 
brought to a close at 4:25 p.m. 


~The 
Underground 
Press 


May 8, 1969 


Present at the Discussion: 
Mr. Padney 


“Ours is a culture in crisis. The 
growth of the_ so-called 
underground press is not the cause 
of this crisis, but merely a 
symptom of the general malady 
affecting America today.” 

Mr. Padney, instructor of 
English at Northern Essex, made 
this and other statements 
concerning the recent growth of 
the “‘anti-establishment” press, in a 
talk delivered to the Journalism 
Class students on May 8. 

Pointing out that the 
underground press represented 
numerous viewpoints. Padney 
delineated the difference between 
the psychedellically, or artistically, 
oriented newspapers, such as the 
San Francisco Oracle versus the 
newspapers devoted to “news and 
information”, such as The Rat, of 
New York City, and The Rag, of 
Austin, Texas. 

A third type of paper, 
represented by the Journal of the 
Resistance, was said to be devoted 
entirely to leftist or anarchist 
political agitation. 

It was pointed out that 
although this type of organ’s 
format resembles a newspaper, its 
lack of concrete information 
forces it to be classed as a 
magazine or pamphlet. 

Padney concluded ‘with an — 
assessment of the function and 
importance of The Underground 
Press: “Much as we may disagree 
with some of the ideas expressed 
in these newspapers, we must 
recognize that they serve an 
important function. 

“Hopefully,” Padney continued, 
“they provide a forum for the 
airing of minority opinion; and 
force those among us who would 
otherwise be ‘complacent, to 
constantly review our conventions 
and beliefs. 

“We are forced,” he said, to 
become a little more honest, 
retaining those things from the 
past that are useful and good, and 
throwing out the old ways of 
thinking and doing that are so 
shopworn that they hinder rather 
than help us.” he concluded. 


"Three Cheers” 
(Continued from Page 4) 


mentioned earlier. ‘Imagine what 
controversy a really good topic 
could bring, if this article caused 
this much stir.” 

Mr. Brahm interjected by asking 
“What whould you have done if 
you were the reporter? 

Russ Samia answered by saying, 
“I would have told them ‘tough 
luck.”’ I think the reporter was 
pretty clever. He got another 
article out of it.” £ 

Miss Coyne then said, “I myself 
don’t think that the article was in 
any way down-grading to the pirls. . 
“I would just like to restate that I~ 
only brought it up to show how — 
important communication between 
a newspaper and its readers really 
is. ‘ 


{cra ae 
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- administration?,” he said. 
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Press Conference With The Student Council” 


May 9, 1969 


Present at the Discussion: 
The Student Council 
Miss Coyne 
Mr. Brahm 
Mr. Stafford 


by 
Marcia McLaughlin 


On May 9, 1969 at 2:00 p.m., a 
discussion was held between the 
Student Council and Mr. Brahm’s 
Journalism class. 

Russ Samia _ started the 
discussion by asking President 
Andy Reusch what he felt the 
function of the Student Council is. 
Andy stated that they are 
representative of the students, and 
are mediators among the students. 
“We should not have to act as a 
social committee, we’re just there 
to represent the students.” 

Ron Massey asked if the 
members thought the process of 
school, elections was valid as he 


felt it was mostly a popularity 


pol Mike Vallante replied that he 
elt Ron’s description was valid. 
“This is only a two year school, 
and most of us on the Council are 
from Lawrence and Haverhill.” 
Andy replied that out of the 
whole Senior class only eleven 
people took out nomination 
papers to run, and only a small 
percent of the students voted. 


_“This is due to lack of interest, in 


my opinion.” 

A question was brought up 

concerning the “cume” a student 
needs to beable to run for office. 
Dave Cunningham stated that a 
student needs a 2.0 to run and 
this regulation is needed. 
_ Andy remarked, “If a kid is 
having trouble in school, it is 
better for him not to be able. to 
run. Mike Valante added that a 
cume has no meaning anyway. 

Rick Fassio asked, “If a student 


doesn’t have a 2.0, does this mean - 


he is not capable?”- Jim Cronin 
replied that one can’t graduate 
without a 2.0 anyway and if you 
have a low cume, you should 
spend more time studying. 

Joan Apostolos tea how 
much time the Council put in. 
Dave replied, “Since we represent 
the students, we’re involved in 
many activities such as open house 
and the moving of the library a 
few weeks ago. The students aren’t 
interested though.” 

Rick said that they should get 
interested in another way. Dave 
countered by saying that during 
open house, “it was the same 
people helping again.” Russ agreed 
that most of the students don’t 
care. 

Rick suggested that the Council 
should do something on their own. 
Andy remarked that the library 
was for the students and “some 
appreciate it, but the majority do 
not.” 

Andy stated that the Council 
now has two hour meetings and 
they also work outside, such as 
organizing field day. Rick stated 
that there are a few things some 
wanted changed. “Get into that. 
cares about the 


Brian Karalow remarked that 
there were not too many 


connections with the 
administration. He said he realizes 
that changes take time. Andy 
agreed and stated, “that the 
Council has to go through certain 
channels.”” Russ stated that the 
Council only benefitted certain 
groups, when it should benefit all. 
Rick mentioned the idea of 
abolishing cuts and said that a lot 
of students had been complaining 
about this. 

Andy spoke up and said, 
“You're the first to ask me about 
this. A lot may want it done, but 
they wait for someone else to 
mention it. They expect 
everything to come from the 
Council.” 


The fact that we only have one 
week’s notice for field day was 
mentioned by Russ. “Some won’t 
find out until they come to school 
Friday and find it empty.” He 
suggested putting up notices about 
It. 

Mike said that no one would 
read it. It was not announced in 
the schedule and they had to wait 
for it to go through channels. “It 
does take a lot of time,” he’ said. 
Jeff replied that this: was the 
Council’s job. 

Dave remarked that the Council 
merely acts as mediator. “Come to 
us with your problems and ideas, 
we’re with you.” 

John Carroll questioned the 
accreditation of the school and 
wondered what was being done. 
When told the library would help, 
he replied, “What else? We should 
pressure the committee even 
more.” 

Mr. Brahm asked the Council 
what they thought of a weekly 
paper with reporters covering the 
meetings. 

Andy thought this was an 
excellent idea and would help to 
communicate with Council. Brian 
asked if the meetings were open to 
students, and if so, how many 
actually come? 

When told they had open 
meetings, Russ asked if the 
students could do any more than 
just suggest. Mike replied that in 
electing officers for the Council, 
nominations were accepted from 
the floor. “If you’re there, you’re 
heard.” 

Rick asked what the Council 
would do if some students 
presented them with a_ signed 
petition asking a request. Andy 
replied that it would be presented 
to Mr. Stafford first, and from 
there go through the various 
channels. Rick wondered if the 
request was denied, would it then 
be forgotten? 

Andy recalled an incident last 
year. “A petition was presented, to 
get out a week before we were 
supposed to. We only got out two 
days earlier, but this year a 
provision was made and we did 
get out early.” 

Joan said she did remember it, 
“but what good did it do for the 
students last year, as half of them 
aren’t here now?” She wondered 
why it didn’t work last year as 
requested. Andy said that it was 
better than nothing then. Jeff 


suggested that more demands 
should be made to the 
administration. 


Dave replied, “No one says no. 
Mr. Stafford is there, and he tried 
to help us a lot.” 

Mr. Stafford intervened at this 
point and asked what happens if 
“no” is the answer but there are a 
number of good reasons why. 
“There has been no instance of a 
flat “no”. The process involves 
research, and it is quite complex 
when it involves a number of 
people,” Mr. Stafford said. 

Jeff mentioned the fact that we 
never had any other concert since 
the last one and wondered why. 
Andy answered and said that we 
lost one thousand dollars, but no 
one mentioned trying it again 
officially. Jeff replied, “Stimulate 
student communication. Suggest it 
yourself.” 

Tim Scanlon remarked that this 
is what the class officers were 
elected for. They take care of the 
social events. 


Jim Cronin explained that the 
Council had an agreement with the 
clubs for the money they gave 
them. They give the social events 
in return. 

Mike furthered Jim’s statement 
by saying, “Yes, we give them the 
money they ask for, and they 
don’t do anything. That’s their 
fault, not ours.” He went on to 
add that some clubs have trips and 
anyone could go on them. 

Joan then asked, “Isn’t your 
chief goal to have the students 
interested in you? I don’t care 
about thsese trips. Why don’t you 
form a committee to go into the 
lounge to ask the hippies in one 
corner, the conservatives in 
another, and the bums on the 
stage what they think?” 

Andy replied, “Let them come 
to us.” Rick stated that they 
won’t so the Council should go to 
them. Joan said that there has to 
be a start. 

“This year’s Council has done a 
hell of a lot more than last 
year’s,” remarked Andy, “I hope 
next year’s does even more,” he 
said. 

Russ questioned why it took so 
long for something to be done. 
Joan agreed with him, and said she 
should know, as this was her third 
year here. 

Joan suggested that to do 
everything in legal bounds would 
help accomplish the goals. Not 
everyone didn’t care, and 
committees should be formed to 
provoke interest among “‘the card 
players and the people smoking 
their brains out in the lounge” 

Jeff asked if the Council had a 
schedule of ideas. 

Andy answered by saying that 
there was an agenda of minutes, 
but who feats them. “After 

etting the smoking back in the 
ounge, today I saw a kid put a 
cigarette out on the floor. I told 
him to use the ashtray, but he 
said he didn’t care. What was I 
supposed to do, I’m_ only 5’2” 
so I sure wasn’t going to punch 
him. When you're 5’2” you 
don’t,” he said ‘punch anyone”. 

Brian asked what was being 
done for next year, and how was 
it progressing? Mr. Stafford said 
there was a committee to analyze 
the faculty advisory system and it 
involved the Class of 1970. 


Andy remarked that it was 
“tough in a two year college. The 
Freshmen don’t elect until spring 
and it’s hard to carry over ideas.” 

Brian asked what would be 
done with the leftover money. 
Andy answered by saying that it 
goes to the reserve fund for the 
new school to be used in the 
pence of the Student Union. “I 
hope there won’t be much left at 
all, any year,” he said. 

Jeff asked how communication 
could be made better. Andy said it 
would help if many went to the 
Council meetings. Miss Coyne 
added, “Communication must be 
two ways, and it is not just one. 
person’s job.” 

Jeff said it should be 
stimulated, but Dave said that’s a 
hard job right now, as the Council 
is loaded down with many 
problems. 


“Calluses”’ 


An Editorial 
By Russell Samia 


It has been said, “that there is 
much student unrest and 
dissension on _ our university 
campuses today.” 

You could never prove it by 
me! Here at Northern Essex, the © 
calluses obtained from sitting in 
the lounge for long periods of 
time are growing larger and harder 
every day. 

Dissenters usually should have 
something to dissent about; but 
here at Northern Essex the 
attitudes of both the students and 
administration could be summed 
up as follows, “you don’t bother 
us, and we won’t bother you.” 

Each One content to go to 
school every day, “do their thing,” 
and go home. 

Some say this is not happening; 
I say, for those who believe this, 
another look around is needed on 
their part. 

This problem, if it is a problem, 
could very easily be settled in the 
same way other colleges have 
handled it: Have the 
administration here at N.E.C.C. 
make announcements as to what is 
happening in regard to decisions 
about money and faculty etc. 

This little solution has proved 
itself time and time again at other 
institutions. Why couldn’t it be 
the same here? Let’s have them 
tell us what is being done with the 
money, that has been piling up in 
the activity fund which 
legitimate] belongs to the 
students, to be used for them! 

Then maybe, Northern Essex 
could be filled with dissent and 
unrest like all the other 
institutions and consequently 
become a legitimate part of the 
educational system here in the 
US; 


In these days of student 
militancy, the college newspaper is 
floundering. in the campus 
turbulence, fighting for its very 
existance. Just a ae short years 
ago, if students wanted to make a 
point about campus or curriculum, 
they merely got the school 
newspaper to print a_ scathing 
editorial, and then sat back and 
watched the raised eyebrows. 
Nowadays, nothing less than a 
switchboard or building takeover 
will suffice in order to make a 
student point of order. Yet, the 
newspaper on campus _ remains 
important to the students and the 
faculty, but in this era, new 
guidelines will have to be set 
down. 
A newspaper will now have to 
set up -a demonstration 
committee which probably would 


consist of most of the staff. Each - 


campus demonstration, or even the 
talk of one, should be analyzed 
and intepreted by the staff, and a 
position should be agreed upon. 
At all costs, a newspaper should 
avoid allowing itself to be used as 
an instrument to further the cause 
of unjust militancy, but on the 
other hand, it must be ready to 
make a responsible judgement, and 


-stick by it during criticism. A 


newspaper staff should avoid 
allowing itself to be pressured by 
the administration, but again, 
should rely on its own ability to 
judge fairly, and follow a 
reasonable journalistic code. A 
newspaper, during college unrest, 
should not be apprehensive about 


. calling a spade a spade, despite the 


possible alienation. 

Still, a college newspaper should 
realize it is not bound by the 
procedure guidelines of a daily 
newspaper, and can afford to be 
innovative. 

It must realize it has a captive 
audience and must interpret the 
news for the reader. 

It must also go beyond the 
bounds of a college to the world 
at large. It should focus on Local, 
State and National bills that 
conern the 17 to 25 age groups, 
and report “in depth” information 
with possible consequences. 

A college newspaper does not 
have to follow the old guidelines 
of ‘‘just the facts Ma’m”, but now 
should realize its readers are not 
only more educated than 20 years 
ago, but also more sophisticated. 
In its. attempt at twentieth 
century innovativeness, it might 
turn to Medieval History for the 
practice of “DUALISM’’. This is 
the willingness to exist in a 
society, and yet not be afraid to 
polk barbs at the establishment in 
a fun way, either illustratively or 


in print. | 
Its readers will know the 
difference and most certainly 


appreciate the presentation. Aside 
from the responsibility of 
interpreting National and 
International news, a newspaper 
must remember it exists on 
campus tor students, 
administration, and faculty, and 
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“THE COLLEGE 
NEWSPAPER” 


“An Editorial By Gerald Peabody 
Evening Journalism Division 


therefore should devote most of 


_ its publication to campus life and 


other related activities. 


It should have an active sports 
page, with lots of scheduling and 
encouragement to ‘“‘support the 
team”. If there is general apathy 
among the students to participate, 
either as a spectator or 
participator, or if the 
administration fails to come.across 
with the necessary materials to 
make the sport “go”. the paper 
should be prepared to take a 
stand. 

In the matter of editorial 
opinion, views should be a cross 
section of the newspaper staff, 
with the Editors-in-Chief having 
the final. say. There should be 
few criteria for a good editorial. 
It most certainly should not be 
expected to reflect the opinions of 
the students, faculty, or 
administration, but should consist 
of the careful sifting of the facts 


_ to be discussed, and a responsible, 


well reasoned, subjective 
conclusion presented. This 
editorial opinion should be 


accompanied by information that 
contrary views on the subject are 
welcomed and will be printed in 
the next issue, as long as they too 
reflect an opinion based on firm 
reasoning. Radio Stations 
sometimes call this “A Responsible 
Spokesman’’. College people 
should be encouraged to use the 
space that has been set aside for 
them, and often. 

Newspapers should avoid criticism 
simply for the sake of criticizing. 
The staff should. be willing to 
recognize constructive and 
enterprising efforts, andcongratulate 
them in print. A gentle mixture of 
praise and criticism can be an 
effective tool for change and 


well-being. 
A college newspaper must 
understand what a college is 


trying to do; prepare the student 
for life and existence in the 20th 
Century. For this very reason it 
must reach out beyond the limits 
of the Frat house, the classroom, 
and help the student become 
aware, innovative, and interpretive, 
so he might attain a meaningful 
place in our ever changing society. 
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EDITORIAL 


y: 
Michael Vallante 


There has been much concern 


_ here at Northern Essex in regard 


to what happens to the 25 dollar 
Student Activity Fee. In 
September of this academic year, 
the Activities Fund ‘collected a 
total of 34,025 dollars. This was 
received by charging 1,361 
students 25 dollars each. Out of 
this 34 hundred dollars, President 
Bently assumes a cut of 10 per 
cent which is “to be used at his 
own disgression.”” This deduction 
of 3,400 dollars and three cents 
leaves a starting balance of 30,624 
dollars and 97 cents. 

There were fixed costs such as 
follows: 

Each student, although a few 
are aware of the fact, is insured by 
the Student Council. This results 
in a cost of 3,402 dollars. Charges 
for I.D. cards which are issued to 


(Left to right) Mr. Brahm, Mr. Stafford, Mr. Landry, 


Mr. Smith. 


each - student come to 1,700 
dollars. Renting and plowing 
charges for the Sacred Heart 
parking lot total 1,500 dollars. 
Orientation expenses, accounting 
expensed and the Student 
Handbook assumed a total cost of 
6,023 dollars. Thus, before the 
Council even began session this 
year, there was a total bill of 
12,625 dollars to be paid. Since 
then, the Lumen has been given 
4,000 dollars; the Athletic 
department received 5,000, the 
Library 2,000, the Senior Prom 
and Dinner Dance 9,000 dollars. 
After adding this 20,000 dollar 
expense to the fixed costs recently 
discussed, a total appropriation of 
32,625 dollars has been spent. 
Club activities absorb any 
remaining money. This has been 
just a brief outline of the expenses 
assumed by the Student Activity 
Fee. I feel that the only problem 
there is in regard to the repeated 
question “WHAT HAPPENS TO 
MY 25 DOLLAR STUDENT 
ACTIVITY FEE”, is the lack of 
sincere interest. I believe that if 
every student that has asked that — 
question made the slightest effort 
to read the monthly published 
financial budget, he or she would 
be able to answer him or herself, . 

These budgets are published 
every month and distributed to 
clubs and faculty members. They 
are also hung up on the bulletin 
boards throughout the © school. 
There should be no question about 
this money, because there is 
nothing hidden. 


